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Aeneas Lake |Upper i Jresidential, water quality 1 i H i i i "
Okanogan River i i 303(d) list, overwater Minimal changes due to existing buildout in place; Expect conditions to
: : : i ; i in the same or
H i i structures, geohaz possible due to potential for new residences and |, | [rEMaN
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6% . . 2 | i
P P P : : : recreation uses and limited number of new < = 'Tprg"eddi'ce tonew higher
infrastructure due to development = = i
15 59 i i 8 18 P E |2 |development 20.12 4,69 0.00 7.72 15.43
Albright Lake ~ [Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, 1 i : i i
River/Omak Jroad, geohaz Minimal changes possible due to potential for new 3 | o
16%; 0.9%| 56%; 14%[ 17%; 1.9% i i i recreation and agriculture uses limited number of new | | < IZIew Ior expatnded mpact
i i i infrastructure due to development = |£ |development may impac
: 1 47: i 260 16 8 | & Jeonditions 8.51 5.17 0.00 1.67 3.34
Alkali Lake  [Okanogan Jresidential, geohaz, wetland 2 i
River/Omak H Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the s |a
16%; 0.9%| 56%; 14%[ 17%; 1.9% P potential for new residences, recreation, and a limited |2 |2 [New or expanded
i i i number of new infrastructure due to development £ |£ |development may impact
4i 35: i 61 3 |2 [conditions 43.71 10.59 0.00 16.56 33.12
Alta Lake Lower Methow Jresidential, water quality 1 i i
: : i 303(d) list, road, overwater : Minimal changes due to high level of existing _ |Fxpect conditions to
i i i structures, geohaz, i i development; limited potential for new residences g [remain the same or
o/ 0 o/ 0 o/ 0 . : : ’ ! Q N .
6 A)i 0.7%| 43 A)i S| 5 A)i 0.5% wetland, dispersed recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure | & % improve due to new higher|
i i i agriculture due to development = % standards for
: 23 43 P17 18 & |5 |devetopment 9.72 0.80 0.00 8.92 8.92
Antoine Creek gizsg . : : : wetlan.d,t :ostler;'(lzl mlglrtatlzn Ebrldge, culvert, geohaz] 3 H H H Vinimal to moderate changes possible et e g
ganrwery - i i 1o i JONS Mensve agricuiure, - potential for new residences, recreation, or agriculture | o | & INew or expanded
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6%}dispersed agriculture i - . < |x p
i i i i H use, and a limited number of new infrastructure dueto 1= | £  ldevelopment may impact
H H ° .
: 82 6 3 9 development & |8 |oonditions 194.26 46.97 0.00 73.65|  147.29
Beaver Creek |Beaver Creek geohaz, wetland iroad, bridge, intensive | 4 : :
;agriculture JMinimal to moderate changes possible due to potential %
3% 09%| 34%; 4%| 5% 0.2% i for new residences and agriculture uses limited number | 2 | £  [New or expanded
i i i of new infrastructure due to development £ |E |development may impact
45; 28 19 8 3 |3 [conditions 151.25 56.04 0.00 17.75 15.49 77.46
Big Twin Lake |Middle Methow water quality 303(d) list, 1 N
geohaz, wetland Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing Expect conditions to
development. Potential for new residences to be built in w [remain the same or
[ o o 0, 0 [ 19} X .
8%; 1.9%) B4%: %) 9%: 11% buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure é':j é:f improve due to new higher|
expected because of existing buildout in place £ |£ |[standards for
63 18: 18 E |2 |development 20.20 9.40 0.00 2.46 0.00 8.34
Blue Lake Upper geohaz, dispersed 4
Okanogan River agriculture IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to potential o
for new residences and agriculture uses limited number <
0 o, o, o ) o, 8
16%; 0.5%| 99%; 14%[ 17%; 2.6% of new and a limited number of new infrastructure due to | & (&2~ |New or expanded
development E E deve!t?pment may impact
3 12 10: 47 & |8 [eonditions 40.73 18.48 0.00 5.25 3.40 17.00
Blue Lake (Sin)|Sinlahekin River wetland 2
Expect conditions to
No major changes expected due to existing buildout in remain the same or
1%: 0.8%| 93%: 8%| 11%: 20% place é é improve due to new higher|
E |E |standards for
el
100 3 |2 |development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Bonaparte Bonaparte Jroad, riparian vegetation,  :residential, wetland, 2 .
Creek Creek dispersed agriculture potential migration Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the %
11%: 0.8%| 76%; 10%| 12%; 0.9% zone potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via | < | [New or expanded
permit) and agriculture uses § = deve!qpment may impact
49: 30 4 & [£ [eonditions 935.53 230.09 0.00 370.80 167.32 334.64
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£ g2 2 |§ B 2 is with Hig moderate to high sl el S8|lg |k a 2 processess Total Acres Buffer y Wetland Potential Future
2 = 3 g |£ iW impact q Bl2| El8 o e < Summary of future impacts Future Land] Floodplain
2 §2is§ |29iX |5 IS8 impact Sz gl |8 &| g v y Acres P acres  Lots at Full | Deviopement
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. _ — — —
Bonaparte Bonaparte : : : water quality 303(d) list, 4 : H : H
Lake Creek Jmine
i i i Agriculture or other land
INo or only minimal changes expected due to forestry mgar:]cat; :r;Zr?tr a ctisirti eg
11%: 0.8%| 76%: 10%| 12%: 0.9% ; uses. Limited amount of new infrastructure for residential . I
i i i i devel i may impact conditions.
evelopment may occur. 5 Very limited infrequent
= and localized impact to
128 1 87 3 conditions 39.56 11.49 0.00 61.71 0.00 0.00
Booher Lake  |Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, 2 :
River/Omak dispersed agriculture IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to potential > .
16%; 0.9%| 56%; 14%| 17%; 1.9% i for new agriculture. Limited number of new infrastructure | < Agriculture otr otf;ertlland
i i i for agriculture activities may occur = managemen actvites
88: 13; 3 may impact conditions 27.20 4.69 0.00 15.30 3.61 7.21
Boulder Creek |Lower Chewuch :
River Expect conditions to
remain the same or
6%; 0.6% 17%; 4% 8%; 0.6% [Minimal change possible due to public land ownership. § improve due to new higher]
H H H = standards for
5 95 3 development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Brown Lake  |Salmon Creek water quality 303(d) list, 1 i -
Jroad, geohaz, dispersed [Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential % )
9%: 1.4%| 52%; 7%| 10%i 1.2%agriculture i for new agriculture. Limited number of new infrastructure | & | < [Agriculture or other land
; ; ; for agriculture activities may occur § § manz?\gement ac“_".'t'es
100 S | & [mayimpact conditions 53.04 11.63 0.00 15.16 13.13 26.25
Buttermilk Twisp River i
Creek Expect conditions to
remain the same or
9%; 0.6% 17%; 3% 5%; 0.4% Minimal change possible due to public land ownership. § improve due to new higher|
i i i = standards for
50 250 25 3 development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Carlton - Twisp |Middle Methow residential, road, bridge, | 4 H i
wetlan.d, ripariap vegetation, Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the w o
8%: 1.9%| 64%; 9%| 9% 1.1%potential migration zone potential for new residences, recreation, and alimited | & | &  [New or expanded
number of new infrastructure due to development E |E |development may impact
= .
17t 45 138 22 Z | & Jeonditions 511.49 107.70 666.54 152.20 0.00 0.00
Carlton Lamird |Lower Methow residential, Ecology’s water quality 303(d) 4
permitted facilities list, geohaz, wetland Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the o | o
6%: 0.7%| 43%: 3%| 5% 0.5% potential for new residences, recreation, and a limited 9“:: &  |New or expanded
number of new infrastructure due to development £ £ |development may impact
21i 49 13 4 13 2 |8 Jeonditions 24.39 6.74 29.95 0.00 0.00 0.00
Chewuck River |Lower Chewuch residential, geohaz 4
River Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the w |o
6% 0.6%| 17%i 4%| 8% 0.6% potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via & | & [INew orexpanded
permit) and new infrastructure due to development E |E |development may impact
6i 44 1 1 170 30 8 | & Jeonditions 220.46 50.56 343.57 209.44 0.00 0.00
= —
(ljhewuck River . remain the same or
pper 3 : ;
IMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. E I:aF:Z:?d:L:‘zrto new highef
100 g development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
|
Chopaka Lake |Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, 4
overwater structures, N ded
dispersed agriculture INo or only minimal changes expected due to forestry/ _ W or expanae
1%; 0.8%| 93%: 8% 11%: 20% agriculture uses. § 2 [development may impact
E |E [conditions, depends on
46 54 3 |8 [recreation use 33.80 8.41 0.00 23.30 0.00 2.09
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Conconully Salmon Creek i i i water quality 303(d) list, iroad, geohaz, wetland | 1 i i H i
Lake JEcology’s permitted i Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the
facilities, potential migration § potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via Expect conditions to
9%: 14%| 52%: 7%| 10%: 1.2%]zone i permit) and recreation uses, and limited new o remain the same or
i i i infrastructure expected because of existing buildoutin | && | §  [improve due to new higher
place E (S [standards for
i 258 2 18 72§ 3 |5 |development 14.16 2.30 0.00 8.30 3.56 3.56
Crawfish Lake |West Fork Iresidential, road, overwater : 2 i i i - ]
Sanpoil E E E structures, wetland : M|n|mgl to moderatel changes possml.e .due to the . .
7%5 01% 27%; 6% 8%5 0.5% poteqtlal for newlre5|dences to be built in buffers (via S |5 INew orexpanded
i i i i permit) and new infrastructure due to recreation £ [2 |development may impact
79 i i 7i qgfdevelopment & |8 Jeonditons 1.57 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.20
Davis Lake  |Middle Methow residential, Ecology's 2 : H : H
: : : permitted faciltes, Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the L
8%; 1.9%| 64%; 9%| 9% 11% °Z§E":;ter structures, potentialfor new residences to be builtn bufers (da | 8 | 8 |New or expanded
i i i 9 permit) and new infrastructure due to development € |Z£ |development may impact
35; 8i 28 22 3 |3 [conditions 11.91 3.54 0.00 4.07 215 4.30
Duck Lake Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, 1 i i
River/Omak geohaz, dispersed Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the g |g I ded
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14%| 17%: 1.9%]agriculture i potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via % x ew or expande )
i i i permit) and new infrastructure due to development = § deve!qpment may impact
i 29; 57: 13 L |3 [eonditions 34.18 10.64 0.00 3.03 13.00 20.51
East Osoyoos |Upper Jresidential, water quality  iwetland 1-2 i
Okanogan River H H H 303(0) st road, ove rwater Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing Expect conditions to
i i i stuctures, Ecology's i H development. Potential for new residences to be built in = P ;
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6%]permitted facilities, riparian i At T ) o |& [remainthe same or
{ { { vegetation i buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure 8 |2 |improve due tonew higher
expected because of existing buildout in place. £ |Z  |standards for
13} 63! 2 21 3 ;E: development 77.15 13.59 0.00 14.98 48.58 48.58
Early Winters : H
Expect conditions to
- . ) . remain the same or
IMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. § improve due to new higher
= standards for
5. 37 111 69F 13 3 development 8.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 1.59 7.96
Evans Lake  |Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, 2 binial ch ble due {0 potentil §
River/Omak eohaz, wetland, dispersed Inimal changes possible due o potental ior new -
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14%| 17%:; 1.9% ggriculture P agriculture. Limited number of new infrastructure for g ggarr';m::n:e otr otf;ertlland
agriculture activities may occur = .g ent ac I.V.I 1es
75i 25 3 may impact conditions 27.84 6.50 0.00 0.93 7.00 20.41
Fancher Dam |Upper water quality 303(d) list, 1
Res Okanogan River JEcology’s permitted JMinimal changes possible due to potential for new - )
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6%facilities, geohaz, dispersed agriculture. Limited number of new infrastructure for < Agriculture or other IIand
agriculture agriculture activities may occur = management activities
82i 18 3 may impact conditions 39.53 7.72 0.00 7.20 4.92 2461
Fields Lake  |Myers water quality 303(d) list, 3
Jroad, geohaz, intensive [Minimal changes possible due to potential for new
6% 0.2%| 71%: 5% 8% 0.8%]agriculture agriculture. Limited number of new infrastructure for % Agriculture or other land
agriculture activities may occur = management activities
100 3 may impact conditions 4470 11.76 0.00 3.60 1.47 29.34
Fish Lake Okanogan Jroad, Ecology’s permitted 2
River/Omak facilities, overwater
structures, geohaz . Agriculture or other land
e ool sl o 1 INo or E.n|)f minimal changes gxpected due to forestry . management activities
o: 0.9% ) o ) 9% uses. Limited amount of new infrastructure for recreation may impact conditions.
development may occur 5 Very limited infrequent
= and localized impact to
100 3 conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Gold Creek Lower Methow H H H water quality 303(d) list, iresidential, wetland 3 H H H H H
i i i road, bridge, geohaz, i - . .
potential migration zone Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential i?
6%: 0.7%| 43%: 3%| 5%: 0.5% for new recreation, residential, and agriculture uses 3 |s
: : : - ) & |2 [New orexpanded
: : : : H limited number of new infrastructure due to development | = | = )
i H i H H = |= development may impact
i 11i 58i 2 P72 3 |3 [conditions 167.02 44 .36 0.00 55.49 33.59 67.17
Green Lake  [Salmon Creek Jroad, overwater structures, 2 i i i i i
geohaz, wetland, dispersed - ) )
agriculture : Minimal to modlerate changes possible dyg to potential INew or expanded
9%: 1.4%| 52%:i 7%| 10%i 1.2% for new recreation and agriculture uses limited number of | g | o, q .
i i i ) F |2 levelopment may impact
: : new infrastructure due to development = |= s
i i E |E |conditions, depends on
i 40; 408 20 3 |8 [recreation use 27.66 13.24 8.07 1.27 6.35
Horseshoe Okanogan geohaz, wetland, dispersed | 2 i
Lake River/Omak i i i agriculture i .
16%: 0.9%| 56%: 14%| 17%: 1.9% i Noor E."'Yt":j'”'ma' C't‘a';ges e.x‘f’edfd ‘:“e toforesty - { & | 5 Jagricuture or other land
: : : uses. Limited amount of new infrastructure may occur - | = | = management activities
: 20{ 20i  20: 10i 30 & | & [mayimpact conditions 31.30 14.17 0.00 3.60 2.71 13.53
Keystone - Upper Iresidential, rail, wetland,  :potential migration 4 i : i :
Tonasket Okanogan riparian vegetation izone, intensive Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the o
15%; 0.4%| 101%: 14%| 15%; 0.3% gagnculture potential for new residences, recreation, and a limited 2 | £ [New orexpanded
i i i i number of new infrastructure due to development E |E |development may impact
i 29; 50i P4 15 8 |8 Jeonditions 255.60 27.06 0.00 48.57 89.99 179.97
Keystone Upper rail, wetland, riparian igeohaz, intensive 4 i : i
Canyon Okanogan vegetation, potential tagriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the .
15%; 0.4%| 101%: 14%| 15%; 0.3% m|grat|on zone, dispersed potential for new residences, recreation, and alimited | 2 | &  [New or expanded
i i i agriculture number of new infrastructure due to development E |E |development may impact
i 80i 5 116 8 8 |8 Jeonditions 865.80 149.98 0.00 60.91 130.98 654.91
Lake Pateros |Columbia River road, overwater structures, :residential, bridge, 3 i H
fEaf:(i)lli(t)igZ soz:rrnv;gtzg Egmioraiizénpgf;r:lal Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing Expect conditions to
19%: 0.9%l 100%: 140l 190} 459 structurés g development. Potential for new residences to be built in remain the same or
' ’ buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure § improve due to new higher|
expected because of existing buildout in place. z standards for
28 13 50 10 3 development 17.36 0.00 0.00 0.00 17.36 17.36
Leader Lake  |Lower water quality 303(d) list, 3
Okanogan River |Ecology’s permitted [Minimal changes possible due to potential for new
facilities, overwater agriculture. Limited number of new roads and other
0 [} 0 0, 0, 0, ! .
13%: 1.0%[ 71%; 13%| 15%: 1.5% structures, geohaz, intensive supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may < Agriculture or other land
agriculture oceur E manggement actixities
82 6: 12 g may impact conditions 53.18 13.67 0.00 4.52 7.00 34.99
Little Bridge
Creek Expect conditions to
remain the same or
Minimal change possible due to public land ownership. § improve due to new higher|
= standards for
33 67 3 development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lemanaski Okanogan water quality 303(d) list, 1
Lake River/Omak Jroad, geohaz, intensive [Minimal changes possible due to potential for new
o o o o o o, Jagriculture agriculture. Limited number of new roads and other .
16%; 0.9%) S6%; 1% 17%:; 1.9% supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may | < Agriculture or other land
oceur = management activities
74; 26 3 may impact conditions 43.55 10.32 0.00 5.56 5.53 27.67
Little Twin Middle Methow water quality 303(d) list, 1
Lake geohaz, wetland . .
Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the
8%: 1.9%| 64%: 9%| 9%:i 1.1% poteqtial for new.residences to be built in buffers (via § &‘-3 INew or expanded
permit) and new infrastructure due to development £ |Z  |development may impact
= .
20 128 68 Z | & Jeonditions 10.40 2.17 0.00 0.25 1.60 7.98
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Lost Creek  |West Fork : : : igeohaz 2 : : : :
Sanpoil i
i INo or only minimal changes expected due to forestry land management
7% 01%| 27%i 6%| 8% 05% uses. Limited amount of new infrastructure for residential | _ activities may impact
: : : development may occur. 2 conditions. Very limited
= Iinfrequent and localized
187 11 63 3 impact to conditions 150.52 82.38 0.00 71.30 0.00 0.00
Lost River i i
Gorge
Expect conditions to
JMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. | ., remain the same or
S improve due to new higher
E standards for
{ 13 6; 75 6 E development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Lower Methow |Lower Methow Iroad, geohaz, wetland, ipotential migration 3 :
River riparian vegetation izone, intensive Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the 3 |g
6%; 0.7%| 43%: 3%| 5% 0.5% iagriculture H i potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via x |x [New or expanded )
i i i i permit) and new infrastructure due to development = = development may impact
i 60: 15: 11 12§ £ |8 [eonditions 392.37 83.87 0.00 11.69 148.41 296.81
Lower Lower wetland, riparian vegetation } i i
Okanogan Okanogan River i
Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential 2 INew or expanded
13%: 1.0%| 71%; 13%[ 15%; 1.5% for new recreation and agriculture uses limited number of | g [ g develo m:nt may impact
: i i P : new infrastructure due to development < g con ditigns deper)ll i Sn
. 7t 9 58i 4 8 Z [8 Jrecreation use 193.22 9.71 0.00 26.92 78.30|  156.59
Lower Salmon [Salmon Creek Jresidential, road, bridge, ~ : 3 : : : :
geohaz, wetland, riparian
vegetation, potential Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the
9%; 1.4%| 52%: 7%| 10%: 1.2%]migration zone potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via 8
i i i i permit) and new infrastructure due to development % Izl:\llzi)::;n;?; impact
48: 22 29 g conditions 107.23 24 .45 0.00 1.61 40.59 81.17
Lower Lower water quality 303(d) list, 1
Similkameen  [Similkameen bridge, Ecology's permitted
facilities, geohaz, wetland, . . )
) ) . 0 . 0 riparian vegetation, potential Minimal to moderate changes possible dyg to potential
13%: 1.0%] 109%: 8%| 9%: 1.5% migration zone, intensive for m.aw recreation and agriculture uses limited number of INew or expanded
agriculture new infrastructure due to development 2 &‘-3 development may impact
E |E [conditions, depends on
35{ 15 178 1 2 & | & [recreation use 137.66 17.28 0.00 56.72 58.00 63.66
Lower Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, dispersed agriculture | 2
Sinlahekin I_ﬂpa“a_n vegeltatlon, Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential < INew or expanded
1%} 0.8%| 93%i 8%| 11%F 2.0%|ntensive agriculture for new recreation and agriculture uses limited number of | 2 é development may impact
new infrastructure due to development E |E [conditions, depends on
96 3 1 3 |3 |recreation use 465.26 48.54 0.00 896.89 0.00 0.00
Lower Wells | Columbia River rail, wetland, , potential road 3
Pool igrati
o migration zone Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing Expect conditions to
19%: 0.9%l 100%F 140l 190} 459 developmgnt. Poltentlal fc?r r)ew remdgnces to be builtin . remain the same or
buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure K improve due to new higher
expected because of existing buildout in place. = standards for
18 9 56 5i 12 3 development 27.99 0.01 0.00 2.10 25.88 25.88
[Malott Lamird |Lower wetland, riparian vegetation iwater quality 303(d) 3
Okanogan River list . .
Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the 2
13%: 1.0%| 71%: 13%| 15%: 1.5% potential for new residences, recreation, and a limited 3 E INew o expanded
number of new infrastructure due to development é £ |development may impact
7i 62 4 2 & [ [conditions 16.95 3.02 0.00 0.79 13.14 13.14
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- - e 8 = : . = < T
= §xis |29i |5 is impact slzl 8l (82 &| 3§ Hmimaty oTILIe mpacts ure -an Acres 00PNl acres  Lots at Full | Peviopement
s2is [BEiE |z iR o|5| 5|18 |58 =| 2 use e acres Buildout
388 |28 |8 iz 2| el 22 2] S group uridou
. _ — — —
[Mazama Mazama : : Jresidential iwater quality 303(d) 4 : :
i ilist, geohaz Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the 3 |g
6%; 0.6%| 22%: 4%| 6% 0.3% i P potential for new residences, recreation, and a limited | |2 |New or expanded
i i i number of new infrastructure due to development = |5 development may impact
1M 3r: 12 2 128 25 £ |8 [eonditions 400.22 83.17 990.23 588.11 0.00 0.00
|Medicine Lake CR).kan/ogan k : : : Watir quahtz 30;(‘2. list, N 2 - |Minimal changes possible due to potential for new
verfuma geg az, wetland, disperse agriculture. Limited number of new roads and other > Agricul her land
16%; 0.9%| 56%: 14%| 17%: 1.9%}agriculture : i : - - : - < griculture or other lan
supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may k= management activities
i 100} oceur E may impact conditions 28.92 6.90 0.00 1.21 416 20.81
IMethow - Lower Methow Jroad, geohaz, wetland iresidential, bridge, 4 i
Carlton EEcoIogy‘s permitted Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the 2 |g " ded
6% 0.7%| 43%:i 3%| 5% 0.5% ifacilities i H potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via % x w or expanded
i i i i permit) and new infrastructure due to development = § deve!qpment may impact
32; 34i 1i 1 158 19 2 [§ [eonditions 527.55 103.09 579.80 30.94 0.00 0.00
|Methow Lamird|Lower Methow Jroad, bridge, geohaz, i 4 i i i i
:’;:I:nd' potential migration Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the <
6%: 0.7%| 43%; 3%[ 5% 0.5% potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via § § INew or expanded
i i i permit) and new infrastructure due to development £ [Z |development may impact
H H H ° .
i 23; 30: 9i 38 E £ [conditions 23.94 5.05 24.39 0.84 0.00 0.00
|Middle Methow |Middle Methow iresidential, intensive | 4 N -
i i i iagriculture, dispersed Minimal changes due to high level of existing > Expect conditions to
i i i P H . - ; < in the same or
o} 1o I I fagriculture i development; limited potential for new residences, w |3 [reman .
8 A’ 1.9%] 64 A’ Yul 9 A’ 1% : N i recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure 905) % improve due to new higher
{ { { due to development £ |£ [stendardsfor
i 25; 39: 2: 20: 23 2 (L |development 167.12 31.33 580.66 148.95 0.00 0.00
|Middle Lower wetland, riparian vegetation iresidential 4 i i i i =
Okanogan  [Okanogan River i i i i Minimal changes due to high level of existing 2 Expect conditions to
development; limited potential for new residences, % | [remainthe same or
o/ 0, o/ 0, o/ % 0, . .
19%: 1.0%| 71%; 13%( 15% 1.5% recreation, and a limited number of new infrastructure 905) g improve due to new higher
due to development = standards for
52; 36 11 £ [§ |development 24419 29.24 0.00 28.37 89.29 186.58
Similkameen  |Lower water quality 303(d) list, riparian vegetation 1-2
Similkameen geohaz, wetland, dispersed Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential | | g Iew or expanded
13%: 1.0%| 109%; 8%| 9%i 1.5%fagriculture for new recreation and agriculture uses limited number of | < [£ [© |° expanded.
new infrastructure due to development § § deve.qpment may impact
24 19 128 178 28 & |3 [eonditions 185.80 59.47 0.00 51.98 29.18 74.35
IMiddle Sinlahekin River culvert riparian vegetation, 2
Sinlahekin dispersed agriculture IMinimal to moderate changes possible due to potential - |8
River 1% 0.8%| 93%: 8%| 11%; 2.0% for new residences and agriculture uses limited number | < [ [New orexpanded
of new infrastructure due to development s |= development may impact
72; 7 28 18 & |3 [eonditions 409.91 52.58 0.00 317.69 17.82 39.64
|Miles Lake Middle Methow JEcology’s permitted 2
faci.lities, geohaz, intensive Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the %
8%} 1.9%| 64%i 9%| 9% 1.1%agriculture potential for new residences, recreation, and alimited | 2 [£  |New or expanded
number of new infrastructure due to development E |E |development may impact
67 33 E § conditions 13.00 2.94 0.00 4.43 0.28 5.63
|Moccasin Lake | Middle Methow 'F°°||OQY'S perrr]nitted 2 IMinimal changes possible due to potential for new
acilities, geohaz, intensive i imi =3 ;
8% 19%| 64%: 9%l 9%i 11% agriculure zgsgzlrt;r:e.lL;mlted number of qew roads aﬂdl other £ Agriculture or oth.e.r .Iand
g infrastructure for agriculture activities may = management activities
100 oceur. 3 may impact conditions 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
JMolson Lake  |Myers water quality 303(d) list, 3
Jroad, geohaz, wetland, Minimal t derate ch ible due to potential
. . . . . . Jaispersed agricuture inimal to moderate changes possible due to potentia o [Newor expanded
6%: 0.2%| 71%: 5%| 8%: 0.8% for m.aw recreation and agriculture uses limited number of 2 |& |devetopment may impact
new infrastructure due to development € |2 |conditions, depends on
50; 17 8 25 § § recreation use 21.09 417 0.00 0.00 0.85 16.92
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o 0 0 0
z fe |2 L S Potential future
=1 > is |[s i g 5 |- o i i
SEIRlane 2 g 8 |§ £ |s 2 o Parameters with = 3 =3 x|l impacts to shoreline Number of | Potential
e = 2 © < o 5
n = HE ) £ =4 > 5 Parameters with High . o] © |5 = L g_ processess 100 year .
S S _is 2 g |2 IS impact moderate to high g | E|g S m - Summary of future impacts Future Land]| Total Acres iz Floodplain LT A Future
© <z e ] 1= 3 H = . [
2 2EE T8 |E iE mpact 3|3 2 S |22 2l g use per Acres acres acres  Lots at Full [ Deviopement
g 2is [(25ig : 5 o S i
383 |EgiF & (& 2|2 &g B2 2| S — Buildout
.—- H _ — H — - n H H — H H H
[Vuskrat Lake giper R i i i va?ter .qua||tyl30|? (d) ist, 1 P | | JMinimal changes possible due to potential for new
anogan River : : : intensive agriculture ; ) o, .
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%i 26% agncultt.Jre..lelted number of qew roads gn.dl other % Agriculture or Oth.e.r .land
i i i H supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may = management activities
i 100; oceur 3 may impact conditions 9.98 2.70 0.00 3.94 0.17 3.34
Omak - Okanogan geohaz, wetland, riparian 4 :
Riverside River/Omak : : : vegetation, intensive i Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the .
ol nao ol 110 o | o, [agriculture potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via o |5
16%; 0.9%| o6%; 4% 17%; 1.9% permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure dueto | |2 JNew or expanded
: i i development E E deve!t?pment may impact
i i 18 i b & |8 [eonditions 368.52 37.54 0.00 18.49 156.25 312.49
Palmer Creek [Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, iintensive agriculture | 2 i i i
Confluence i i i |Ecology’s permitted JMinimal changes possible due to potential for new Iy dod
faciliies, dispersed agriculture. Limited number of new roads and other o W or expande
o/ 0, o/ 0, o/ 0, : H B
1% 0.8%| 93% 8%( 11 A’g 2.0% agriculture supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may | < %) development may impact
: oceur. E |E [conditions, depends on
5 89 1 6 3 1 & |8 |recreationuse 760.96 29.19 0.00 1649.80 0.00 0.00
Palmer Lake  |Sinlahekin River water quality 303(d) list, igeohaz 4 i H
dispersed agriculture i
i i i Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing -
: : : : development. Potential for new residences to be built in Expect condtions to
1% 0.8%| 93%: 8%| 11%i 2.0% P N L ) remain the same or
: : : : buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure 8 |lo | .
i i i ; - ; . & | & [improve due to new higher
i H i H i expected because of existing buildout in place. = |=
i H : : ; E |E [standards for
36 37 Poosi 11 10 & | & |development 219.64 47.25 0.00  171.07 0.00 1.32
Pasayten i : i : i
Wilderness Expect conditions to
o ) . . o remain the same or
IMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. ks improve due to new highe]
= standards for
i 100} 3 development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Patterson Lake [Middle Methow Jroad, Ecology’s permitted 2 i
facilities, overwater Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the o |Expect conditions to
structures, geohaz i i ilti i < in th
8% 19%| 64%: 9%l 9% 1.1% g poteqtlal for .new re5|der?ces to be built in buffers (via s |3 .remaln the same or .
permit) and limited new infrastructure expected because | ¢ | improve due to new higher,
of existing buildout in place = E standards for
46 4 44 7 3 |2 |development 45.76 8.70 0.00 11.67 5.08 25.39
Pearrygin Lake |Lower Chewuch water quality 303(d) list, road 1
River 'Fcf’ll_igy’S permﬂted Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the Expect conditions to
acilities, overwater . : e . )
N N o o o o ’ potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via remain the same or
6%; 0.6%| 17%: 4%| 8%: 0.6%]structures, geohaz permit) and recreation uses, limited new infrastructure § é improve due to new higher,
expected because of existing buildout in place € |E |standards for
15; 83 2 & |2 |development 7.85 1.19 0.00 31.55 0.00 0.00
Rat Lake Lower overwater structures, 2
Okanogan River eohaz, wetland, dispersed - . .
9 ggri culture P Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential INew or expanded
13%: 1.0%| 71%: 13%| 15%: 1.5% for m.aw recreation and agriculture uses limited number of § 2 |development may impact
new infrastructure due to development £ |2 |conditions, depends on
44 56 3 |8 [recreation use 36.59 12.40 0.00 0.00 4.84 24.19
Roberts Lake |Salmon Creek water quality 303(d) list, 2
geohaz, wetland, dispersed . . .
agriculture Minimal to moqerate changes possible d.ue. to potential INew or expanded
9%: 1.4%| 52%: 7%| 10%: 1.2% for new recreation and agriculture uses limited number of 3 .
- 2 | & |development may impact
new infrastructure due to development = |= o
£ |= [conditions, depends on
53 47 3 |3 |recreation use 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




Watershed key processes areas Present Level of Alteration & Current Shoreline Current land use by percent® Level of foreseeable Future development likely to affect Cumulative Impact
s Conditions shoreline condition’
o 0 0 0
z fe |2 L S Potential future
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Salmon/Conco |Salmon Creek i i i water quality 303(d) list, 1 i H
nully Lake |Ecology’s permitted - . -
e et [ | [frteassast
9% 14%| 52%; 7%| 10%i 1.2% L pmen. 7ol P § |, [remainthesameor
i i : uffers (via permit), an . |m|te pew m.rastructure 2 |& [mprove dueto new higher
i i expected because of existing buildout in place.  [& |lstandards for
30} 670 3 = | & |development 1.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Sidley Lake  |Myers Jresidential, water quality ~ : 3
303(d) list, road, overwater § - ) -
structures, geohaz lemlrral cha?gsstex?_eﬁed due to h;gh Ievel oL exl;st_llrtl‘._l Expect conditions to
6%; 0.2%| 71%; 5%| 8% 0.8% e e o e toee b e M | B Jemain the same o
i i i uffers ((\1”2 permit), ?n . |m| eb plzw m.raslruc ure & |3 [mprove due tonew higher
expected because of existing buildout in place. = % standards for
i 6: 44 6 28 42 3 |5 |development 7.06 0.10 0.00 9.10 0.00 0.00
Sinlahekin Sinlahekin River |Ecology’s permitted ;overwater structures 2 : ;
Headwater facilties, potential migration Minimal changes possible due to potential for new INew or expanded
1%} 0.8%| 93%: 8%| 11%: 2.0%|*°"® recreation and agriculture uses limited number of new | 8 development may impact
i i i infrastructure due to development = conditions, depends on
i 97t 3 3 recreation use 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Spectacle Lake|Upper water quality 303(d) list, ;road, overwater 1 i
Okanogan River i i i wetland istructures, Ecology's Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the -
ot nEo o 110 o o :permitted facilities, potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via 3
16 A»E 0.5%| 99 A»E 14%| 17 A)E 2.6%] igeohaz, riparian permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to § % |New or expanded )
ivegetation development £ § development may impact
7 23 54i  7i = |8 [eonditions 49.53 6.28 0.00 8.74 34.51 34.51
Talkire Lake  |Upper intensive agriculture idispersed agriculture, | 4 i H H
Okanogan River iroad Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential
16%; 0.5%| 99%i 14%| 17%i 2.6% i for new recreation and agriculture uses limited number of | 2 Agriculture or other land
i i new infrastructure due to development E management activities
89i 1} 3 may impact conditions 79.25 10.44 0.00 61.64 1.43 717
Toats Coulee |Sinlahekin River wetland, potential migration :road 2
zone, Agriculture or other land
INo or only minimal changes expected due to forestry management activities
11%: 0.8%| 93%: 8%| 11%: 2.0% uses. Limited amount of new infrastructure for _ may impact conditions.
development 2 Very limited infrequent
= and localized impact to
16:  3i 21 28: 31 g conditions 143.45 37.05 0.00 0.00 21.28 106.40
=l
Toroda Creek |[Toroda Creek intensive agriculture residential 2
JMinimal changes possible due to potential for new Agriculture or other land
0 0 0 o 0 o agriculture or forestry uses. Limited number of new roads management activities
5%; 0.3%| 51%: 4% 6% 0.3% and other supporting infrastructure for agriculture may impact conditions.
activities may occur. 2 | & [Very limited infrequent
E |E [Jandlocalized impact to
60 18: 12 7 3 & |8 [conditions 302.16 70.19 0.00 122.06 54.96 109.91
=l =l
Twisp River | Twisp River Jresidential geohaz 4
Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential
9%: 0.6%| 17%: 3%| 5%: 0.4% for ngv: refreattlon :nd ;ag;lcultlure usets limited number of § 5 |New or expanded
new infrastructure due to developmen E |2 |development may impact
= .
19; 48 3 1 8 22 2 |3 [conditions 306.36 109.23 605.24 309.76 0.00 0.00
Twisp River
Upper Expect conditions to
|Minimal change possible due to public land ownership. | ¢ remain the same or
g improve due to new higher
k= standards for
2 93 5 3 development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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£8c (BEE |3 E o5 5|8 |58 =| 2 . e Buildout
633 =8 |o i@ Ed 44l g3 2 S group uildou
Upper Methow |Upper Methow : : : water quality 303(d) list iresidential, road, 4 H : H :
i i i iwetland Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the
ot 4o i oo i nao i potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via 2 |g
15% 1.0%] 14% 2% 5 A’g 0.8% permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to é j“f IZIew Ior expatnded ) ‘
i development = |z eve.t?pmen may impac
i 5: 3bi 5i 18 18f 36 8 [§ Jconditions 234.88 42.79 614.61 248.53 0.00 0.00
Upper Upper Jintensive agriculture iresidential, riparian 4 i : i : i
Okanogan Okanogan River ivegetation, dispersed
agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential
16%; 0.5%| 99%; 14%| 17%; 2.6% i for new recreation and agriculture uses limited number of| _ | g INew o expanded
; ; ; i H i H i new infrastructure due to development ; % developm:nt may impact
: 65¢ 16! S R L & [3 [conditions 3044.55|  224.45 0.00  3005.30 0.00 0.00
Upper Salmon |Salmon Creek wetland, potential migration :residential, road, 4 H : H : H N
H H H zone igeohaz, intensive Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the Expect c:ndmons to
; ; ; o : ; i iIt i ; in the same or
o i 10 oi 7 o i 100 iagriculture, dispersed potential for new residences to be built in buffers (via _ [eman .
s A’i 14%) 52 A)i 7% 10 A’i 2% iagriculture permit) and recreation uses, limited new infrastructure | < |12 [improve due to new higher
i i i i expected because of existing buildout in place £ |E Jstandards for
i 52i 17: i 158 17 & | & |development 322.86 118.63 0.00 93.95 52.00 110.28
Upper Lower water quality 303(d) list iintensive agriculture, 2 : i :
Similkameen | Similkameen i i i idispersed agriculture IMinimal changes possible due to potential for new
oi 109 oi ag o o i agriculture. Limited number of new roads and other o
13 A’g 1.0%) 109 A’g el 9 A’g 1:5% supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may £ |& [New orexpanded
i oceur E |E |development may impact
i 51 1 11388 10 3 |3 [conditions 436.63 30.34 0.00 1729.69 0.00 0.00
Walker Lake | Toroda Creek wetland, intensive idispersed agriculture | 4 i i
agriculture i
i i i JMinimal changes possible due to potential for new Agriculture or other land
o} a0 ol 0 o o agriculture. Limited number of new roads and other management activities
® A) 0.3% 51 A) Wl 6 A) 0.5% supporting infrastructure for agriculture activities may may impact conditions.
i i occur 2 Very limited infrequent
b and localized impact to
67 33 E conditions 31.65 15.07 0.00 4.98 2.32 11.60
Wannacut Upper water quality 303(d) list, residential, road, 1
Lake Okanogan River geohaz overwater structures,
intensive agriculture,
dispersed agriculture Minimal to moderate changes possible due to potential
16%: 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%: 2.6% for new recreation and agriculture uses limited number of >
new infrastructure due to development o |5
& |&£ [INew or expanded
E |E |development may impact
el e
16 35: 11 5:  10i 31 8 |2 Jeonditions 155.79 36.46 0.00 42.16 53.00 77.17
West Osoyoos |Upper Jresidential, water quality road, riparian 1-3
Okanogan River 303(d) list, overwater vegetation
structures, Ecology’s Minimal changes expected due to high level of existing
Jrermitted facilities development. Potential for new residences to be built in Expect conditions to
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, - .
16%; 0.5%| 99%: 14%| 17%; 2.6% buffers (via permit), and limited new infrastructure o |8 [remain the same or
expected because of existing buildout in place. & |'g [mprove due to new higher
E % standards for
5 78 1 16 3 |5 |development 77.35 12.92 0.00 11.20 53.23 53.23
West Sanpoil  |West Fork residential, potential | 2-4
River Sanpoil migration zone,
intensive agriculture . . . =)
7% 04%| 27%: 6%l 8% 05% mlnor .chang.es e>.<pected due to recreation and high <
intensity residential & |2 [INew orexpanded
E |E |development may impact
29 31 2 179 8 |8 Jeonditions 624.40[  110.93 0.00  501.63 5.92 11.84
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Whitestone Upper : : : water quality 303(d) list, iEcology's permitted 1 : H : H
Lake Okanogan River geohaz, dispersed facilities » )
; ; ; agriculture i Minimal to moderate changes possible due to the
16%5 0.5% 99%5 14% 17%; 9 6% poten}ml for ne\fv residences to be Ibunt in buffers (via 2
i ; ; ; permit), recreation uses, and new infrastructure due to 3
i i i : 2 | £ [New orexpanded
; : development £ |2 Ik )
i ; = |= evelopment may impact
730 6 21} & | & Jeonditions 67.41 13.39 0.00 24.43 14.80 29.59
Wolf Creek Expect conditions to
remain the same or
IMinimal change possible due to public land ownership. § improve due to new higher,
€ standards for
14 86 3 development 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

1 Current Shoreline Quality based on the Inventory and Characterization

2 DOR codes (only major types shown)

3 Summary of likely trend due to Shoreline Designation and RFFAs
4 RFFA Land use type. Those shown represent the greatest percentage of land use type under proposed designations (See attachment 4 for detailed summary of all potential land use types per group)

5 Summary of potential changes to watershed key processes: sediment, hydrology, LWD, and nutrients based on future trends to shoreline condition
6 N/Aindicates stream group data not analyzed, data inconsistencies




